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Reply to Office Action of March 24, 2006 


Remarks / Arguments 

In the Office Action of March 24, 2006, the Examiner identified the three species as 
Group 1 (Figs 1-8), Group 2 (Figs 10a-b), Group 3 (Figs 11a-c), Group 4 (Figs 12-14), 
Group 5 (Fig 15) and Group 6 (Fig 6). 

The Examiner provided no explanation as to why the Examiner considers these species 
to be patentably distinct, as is required by MPEP 808 and 809.02(a) (See, in particular 
MPEP 809.02(a) under action item (B). Applicant submits that MPEP Form Paragraph 
8.01 specifically indicates that reasons why the species are considered independent or 
distinct are to be included when making the Species restriction requirement. This 
information is necessary to permit Applicant to fully and properly respond the election 
requirement. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Benjamin Chladny * 
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